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y?lREMEjCPVJIT DECISION--i ; sen., niuiuui ueuimmg uaoie ruruiw j,This Is well Illustrated by the finding

Cdn(siontanddlrectl6f:theraM. -

that Gulling have judgment agauutthe Pollocks", and Powell n for. v the
amount due on his note'and mortzasra

v " J

And Santa Fe If the space, left for This In the jildg--- . '
ment has been niled, or If the court
has made a decree of foreclosure in.

.Washoe; Cquatjr BnV .bad-- , succeeded
to the interest of plaintiff, thereupon
rested.'at'Martin--Oifalng-effered- '

and submitted evidence' and proof
and thereupon treated y

Ande" on, Washoe County. Bank and
"the defndants and each of them,

evidence and proofs in
support of, the issues made by them
in their answers, the case was sub-
mitted 1 to1 the- - court."" The fair in-

ference?, from the language and from
the fact, that he was first ta submitv
proofs Is that he introduced evidence
to support the' allegations of his ans-
wer which" averred the Execution' and
non-payme- nt of his mortgage, but that
he did not - offer any In relation to
other facta alleged in the". answer '''of

matter which one defendant may al-

lege against a that
:noiansweoFrTeBl
it would still oe a dangerous prece-
dent, iwhtjcii ,we wxwtd; be reluctant . to
establish, to hold that .the statute de-
nies for a . facts nt al-

leged hagainSt "him 1 but:;stated'in the
answer of anotherdefendant to the
complaint, or that an issue wtirfld - ne
raised against 'a by the
mere filing-withou- t servi(er of an aria-we- r

, containing X new mattetc alleged
against, the complaint of the plaintiff.
Thel' answer of Washoe Jounty Bank
in' the "former' 'suit 'not having, been
served upon Gulling, and he having
filed no demurrer, answer of reply: to
it, , which, would have been a waiver

favor of Gulling, both would have bebi
void against the Pollocks' and Powell ' h

JJetyveen San Francisco r,anct Chicago i
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Seed Cbmfortand Elenance
Pullman, ?nd; Dining Service Unsurpassed.

PassmgUhrough the Grandest-Scenery- , ofheJWest
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tor lack or service as is the judgment ;

against tnem based on the trustees ' T--
sale and it has been held; that; ;lf one i,j
of . the parties --to a judgment ig not
bound, the other "is not.. They had '

been served ' :

by the ' Savings Bank T
with complaint " or summons seeking
the foreclosure of the trust deed an!
filed a demurrer. For the purpose ot jthat complaint and to jthe extent o T9
demands they"were in court of were
bound, but a judgment against, the.n 'Jfor. the amount or foreclosure of the
Gulling note and mortgage, when. they . ,
had not been' served with pleading or ' '
nrocess regarding these would - have
been void. The; court has jurlsdlctioa
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piaiat--therein- "' - in, 4hia answer ae
aamitted the priority of tbe c'aim .cf
the' ; --Fartners' and .' Mechanics Sav- -

IN IHJJPMCCaURXPE-THE- JmE Or NEV;
Rosan Gullto&.Execturixand Charles

5 Gulling, EkfeCutbf" 'of ! the" Estate of
Martin Gulling, --deceased.

5 r ,r4uflssoiete5-- rr;::r," t ;.' v : :

A r.
Washoe County Bank,

.,ri f r. --AppellanLi ;vcr-j&:n3;i'-'-

Messrs Goodman and Webb, Dodge and
; parkerr,

J
Attorneys' for Respondent.

M es'sr' Cheeney and1 Massey,
1 Attor-- ,'

neytrfor Appellant, c&w ,;: iv S ic

i tr' vp,nJQNj c V.--r .-

On ilarch i,.l893f James Pollock,
his wife Delia' arid Danger Powell,'' who
are admitted to hare been the owners
at that; time executed to' B.'UrStein-- !
man and p H,fCummings ,as trustees,
a trust deed for certain. property near

Rend"'toi-'secure- ' the 'yment of .a
pr,omisory note of the same date giv-
en xPollocfts ,and ; Powell ci to
Farmers and Mechanics Savings Bank
Vif Sacramento for $$0OQ and interest.
This' rdeed'cdirected the trustees ' ia
case - of . default in i payment to - seil
the property at Sacjamento after giv-
ing notice, to apply the proceeds In
satisfaction of the note and costs cf
sale and to pay any excess to the
grantors. . ';: "

On August 31, 1895, the PoIIocks
and Powell executed to Martin Gulling
a mortgage on the same premises for
$2,082.60, and Interest thereon trom'
that date at eight per cent per annum,
which Is-- , sought to be foreclosed In
this action and which specified thaf
It was given subject to the trust deed.
Op February 23, 18'f the Pollocks and
Powell conveyed their interest in the
property to Washoe County-Ban- k for
a stated consideration of . $14,000.00,

rhich comprised the amount of $8,-80- 0,

estimated to be due to the Farm-
ers and Mechanics Bank of Sacram-
ento on the note secured byx the trust
deed and $5,200 due from the Pollocks
and Powell to the Washoe County
Bank on unsecured notes which were
surrendered On February
26, 1897, the Farmers' and Mechanics'-Savirig-

Bank commenced suit to re-
cover the amount due on its note stat-
ed at $8,639.73, and for a forclosure of
the trust deed and sale to satisfy that
amount against the Pollocks, Powell,
Thomas- - E. Haydcu, Henry Anderson,
John Doe, Richard Roe,, Michael Doe,
B.tU. Steinman and C. H. Cummmgs
Neither Martin Gulling nor the Wash-
oe County Bank were named as par-
ties in the complaint, but both ' were
served with summons under the' ficti-
cious designations of defendants who
were alleged to have some title, claim
or interest which" was second and sub-
ordinate to: the right of the. Farmers'
and. Mechanics Bank arising from the
trust' deedi On March 8, 1897 Martin
Gulling filed an answer In that action
in which the name of 'Washoe County
Bank is -- not mentioned In the; title,

t,, 8ummdns therein issued and served
upon him and answering. the? cbm- -

ingstBatik ' nndef the ' trust5 deod f
thereby : s avoiding t tmjh.r real L--

but, he, -- alleged
tae! execution of, the mortgage to . mm
by the Pollocks and rowell, that other
persons claimed an interest ' in the
premises whicnTiras Aubtieanent to his

inteneslriand't attorney feesj;.foK(the
-

be lapplied. first to the .satisfaction .of

Mechanics Bank mtgnt oDtain,- ana
secondt to ;the ; payment-o- f : any 'judg-men- t-

he ,might0 recover, that, he. have
execution for any deficiency against th 4

Pollocks 'and1 Powell and that5 they,'
1 nomas E. , HaytttoaHenryAndereany.
BUtfSte4nman?and C H,rCummings,
and all. nersons '.claiming under thenV
subsequent to the execution i !pf his
mortgage ioreciosea m
all ! right, claim or equity .of

''-- ' t- .- ,- -

On March 20, 1897, twelve days after
Gulling filed' his answer; Steinman and
Cummings, :acting as trustees iand af
ter notice' giveny eotd the, property. rt
the court-house--lo- or at Sacramento
to the Washoe County Bank for 9,100
thei amount due the 'r'armers' 'and
Mechanics Bank on' the" noto secured
by the trust deed and the sum, esti-
mated for costs. Over four months
later and on July . -- x,' 1897, Washoe
County Bank filed its answer without
naming Gulling in tn'i. title' and: pre-
faced its avermenu with . the. recital
u.at:"as required by summons served
on said .Bank and answering saia
summons and tne complaint niea m
said action" it made its . ai.egatioas
setting outrtUe .execution o the, trust

. fha goic thpreiinder " and the
i)mi)s from Steinman and ummmgs
n trustees and from tne foiiocks ana
Powell to" Washoe County: Bank. These
facts, and they: controlled tne coun.
later in its j decision, , in that, , case, do
not purport to be stated against uuu--

ing. But directly after tneir state
ment as sb alleged: m answer w tne
complaint, JoIIqws an allegation in the
nature of a - conclusion, fof. TJ,a,f'
"that the equities of alt' the other ue- -

fendants, including Gulling, were fore-Hnae-d

and barred." and a demand for
a decree accordingly against them and
the, plaintiff. This answer: does not
in any part of it purport to allege as
a cross complaint or in terms as
against 'Gulling-

- thd sale f under, the
trust deed by the; trustees to. Washoe
County Bank, jior. does it appear to
have been served upon him. He'ffled'
no demurrer, answer or reply to it and'
the record indicates "that he offerad
no evidence ; regarding it. - ; v
V iTie case came to trlaL on January
i4, 1898.) The plaintiff," i armers and
Mechanics- - Savings "Bank, and the de
fendants, Washoe - County Bank. Gull-tn- g

and Andersjcm,;each ,appeared by
flounsej and HaydjOn fin person. r It is
stated in t.e findings that the plaintiff
jhaviag befoi'e tne hearing 'made and
Sled a disclaimer of all interest ia
the actiaa,7 aad an adaiiMiea that

of the subject matter of all questions'
involved In this litigation, but of the '

parties no further than they presented
themselves or were served with plead-
ings or process or waived service. or
issues. If a complaint and summons
on a demand for one thousand dollars
is served upon a - defendant, a f judg
ment for ten thousand would be void, 3

because the district court, would havo
jurisdiction over him to the extent
of only one .thousand, while as far a
subject matter is concerned, it has .

jurisdiction in any amount.. -

The facts were quite different and
the principal involved distinguishable
in Maples v. Geller, 1 Nev, 22S.
Thfei e an answer which did not de-
mand judgment upon new matter was
filed to the complaint but not served.
The question was not between

The court said that' the
filing of the answer gave It Jurisdic-
tion over the defendant. Stripped of
dicta that decision propertly dete
mined that the filing of an answer
to the complaint without service pre-
vents a judgment for the plaintiff
by default. While here we hold that
property rights cannot be lost or ad-

judicated upon an answer or pleading
by a defendant seeking affirmative re-
lief on new facts against a

: without service or an issue
waiver.

Questions are presented upon . the
record in this case whether or not,
under the provisions of the practice
act of this State, the answers filed
by Martin Gulling and ..the Washoe
County Bank in the suit instituted by
the Farmers' and Mechanics' Savings
Bank, in so far as they sought affir-
mative .relief against
are answers as contemplated by oar
statute, or whether they are In fact
equitable ' cross-bills.- " It the '

lattar, "

whether . or not. j under the practice
act, . they, are permissible pleadings,, n,
and ' further, if permissible pleadings,
whether or not the dismissal of the--"

plaintiff's" .complaint" would not
quire the dismissal of the entire pro
ceeding--. Thesq, questions, however. ,
under the view we, have taken of this
case are ' not' deemed necessary to be
determined. ::;-- '. v r

The Judgment and order of the dia--

trict courts are affirmed.'
, . Talbot, J.

1"'.'. Norcroes, J. :
Dissent? c-- t : , ',..',
- Fitzgerald, C. J.
Filed Nov. 28; 1905."'

W. U. Douglass, '
J- c Clerk...

By J. W. .Legate, or; - -

9 4 v o w u u 11. 4 v'
millard'cat ijnJ k

i

v Hauling,- -

j - Freighting . . v

j Draiiig ,V

i,' Trunt's and Bagprao--
-

taken to and delivered v
-

all trains.

f "

ANNUAL STATEMENT '
Of The State" Life Insurance Company

indianapolia, Intf. ; :.:'f: :

Capital (paid up) vM...... none- - .

Assets (admitted) h 3,160.083 31,
Liabilities, exclusive of ,ca'tal and net surplus 2.615,497 3

- Income- -

Premiums - .046,m T7
Other sources ......... M7.12S 01
Total Income, 1S04 ...... 2.224,032 78

V Expenditures
Losses 300,902
Dividends ..;'....;...;... : 65J401 1
Other expenditures . : .1,050403 7
Total expenditures, 1904 ,

1,410,Z4 no
Business, 1904' '

Risks written .w. ...... 23,276.143 00
Premiums thereon 805.648 06

Notice of AoDlication for Permission

- -- r f;theiUtea4rp; v

i ,' f? r : v- - ' Uy" ' ''
f

Nouce is nereoy g tven-- taat on tn-- i

12th day of Beptl, 1905; tn accordance
with Section 23. Chapter XLVI. of the
Statutes trf 1905, one Philip V. Mighels
and j Frank L. : Wilder , etV Carson,
County of Ormsby imaTIBtatr of Ne-
vada,) Hade applksationSto the! State
Engineer of Nevada tdri permission to i

appropriate t the, Hubiic; ,ter$ of the f
Stote oC Nevada. Sucli !appUcation.'to it

be m'.fwh' iC4Mo creek "at
'""Tl r ! 1 v. '7r "tTU

neadgate ana 'five! cubic" feet per l '

Washoe County iSank.'' The findings , of
and decree in that action disposed nf
the claims of these other defendants
and found and , declared that the sale
and deed made by the trustees was in
accordance with the terms of the
trust 'deed and that by such sale and
deed all the interest i the property
was conveyed to Washoe County Bank
clear of Gulling's mortgage, and that'
the latter was entitled to' a judgaaeat
against the Pollocks and Powell for
tue amount due on his note but not a
to a degree cf foreclosure. The find-

ings recite that "defendant Gulling
wa3 made a party to the action and
was duly served with process therein,
and in due time filed his, answer. to
plaintiff's complaint,1, but it . does not
appear that there was any other' ser-
vice him, or issue made that
rendered him , liable beyond the alle-
gations and demands of. the complaint
orthat would cut off his right by reason"
of the sale by the trustees which did
not take place until after he had filed
his answer. The court lound in both
actions . that $8,800.00, , estimated to
be tue amount due tie armers' and
Mechanics' Bank and notes - held by
Washoe County .ank against the
Pollocks and Powe. for $5,200.00 un-
secured after the execution of the
mortgage to Gulling, consituted the
consideration expresseu at $14,000.0'
for the deed from them to " Washoe
County Bank, and that the property
was wortn about that sum at the date
of the trustees' sale ariu the time of
the trial. ' l

A blank space in the decree in the
first : action : for judgment in the
amount owing by the Pollocks and
Powell to Gulling on his note and
mortgage remains unfilled. The case
now before .the Court was brought by
Martin Gulling on June 9, 1902 against
Washoe County , Bank as grantee to
foreclose his mortgage so executed
on the premises by the Pollocks and
Powell before they deeded to defend
ant,: and is now prosecuted by the rep
resentatives of . his '. estate. The. ; de-
fendant pleads oy way, of estoppel,
the judgment m the former action and
claims that by it Gulling was, end his
executors are barred-- . -- foreclosed
of all right to proceed against Washoe it
County Bank. The district court was
of the opinion that? ia the earlier: suit
it did not have, jurisdiction to make
the judgment effective in quieting the
title x of ' appeallant

-

against ' Gulling,
and it has now entered a decree of
foreclosure and sale to satisfy his
mortgage, from .which, ,thiaappe&l Is
taken, . . . . ,
loxne important questions mnaer tne
record and elaborate nd" Interesting
oners, are , whether, tha , matters .
lating to the trustees' sale determln
ed la 'the former 'action were-withi-

the issues as between oOnlliag : and
appellant,., and.- - if they were not. I

1 ... i. i .-- 741". il ?

wiieuier ne waivea tne xraming- - xn.

issues so that he. became ? bond y
tthe decree.--f The, facta stated, cJatbeJ
complaint of. Farmers anq Mechanics
Savings Bank avering" the 1 execution
o the trust deed were not denied .by i

any of the parties.; 0Tho,-sUtute,:f- tt

least in favor of the plaintiff, raissd

ling's-answer- . r,These- - were'in regard
to the execution ;and, .non-payme- nt rcf
his mortgage" and .did not relate to
the : trusfees sale wnfen'took '

place
after his answer' had been filedj 'and,
therefore,?, if, any issue r xisted , re-

garding
,v

this sale it .must have been k

muuum on ine answer Lue wasuuo
County Bank 50n r.ts' Vehaff it f'is f

urged f ithat . the r answers: 0 of Gnlllhg. 0
and the Bank made a direct issue of
his . right to have the property said
to pay his debts, but this is dealing
with conclusions and not; with facts
upon which issues "are based.' Gulling
did' not raise any issue regarding th3
trustees sale for his only answer was
filed before the sale and before the
answer of the Washoe County0 Bank
In" which it was alleged,' and did not
mention the name of the latter.
..On behalf of appellant it is urged
that the only pleadings provided or al-

lowed by the Practice Act for the al-

legation of facts are a complaint by
the plaintiff and an answer by a de-
fendant, and that in determining the
rights of between them
selves an answer is the only pleading
pefmissable and that its allegations
ar deemed denied by statute, when
it states a cause of action against a

the same as if it relates
new matter against a plaintiff. For
respondent' a different view is taken

h and it is claimed that under Rose v.
Treadway, 4 Nev., 460, and other
cases! ; cited, that ordinarily the de-
fendants in an action are not aa be-
tween1 themselves . adversary parties',
that they become such only-Whe- one
niesja pleading in tne-natur- e or a
cross-complai- nt seeking affirmative
relief against another, that when this
is done they lose 'tfleir identity as
defendants and for the purposes of
the f cross-complain- t. assume the re-
lation of plaintiffs ana defendant,
that the one against , whom the cross-complai- nt

is filed is of "necessity en-

titled to all the' rights of an adver-
sary; including that of "being serrdd
with, and of having an: opportunity 't
pieadmg to the cross-complai- and
that the statutes naving failed to
designate the methods of pleading be-
tween" equity" practice
n)ust'be followed. If, it ".be G&A&tl
tor tne .argument tnat tae statate as

( claimed for apaatlaat, denies any aew

service,, we feel constrained to hold
that' it raised no issue against him.
and if we concede for the purposes
nere ; that denial -

by statute . without
any pleading in reply is sufficient be-
tween such denial

not to become operative before
3ervice.: White v. Patton. 87 Cal. 151;
Clements v. Davis, ! Ind.,-631-

. To
hold otherwise or establish a different
practice,

"

might cause litigants to .suf-
fer a "great injustice. An answer to

complaint ought to be served upon
tne plaintiff , but if it Is not he mav
be expecting it. or to secure a de-
fault, ' he could not obtain judgment
without being aware cf it, and would
not , be' likely to go to trial without
being prepared to meet the statutory
denial in his behalf of any new mat-
ter it alleged." It Is different between

Usually their interests
are not adverse, except to the pla'n-tif- f,

and, one defendant may not ex-

pect that another defendant will set
up a cause of action and seek a judg
ment against him, and if he does he
should not be required to watch the
court records as Gulling could have
done for over four months after hi3
answer was filed to ascertain whether
any of his filed a cross
complaint against him, in order that
answer was filed, to ascertain whether
he might be prepared to meet it. Un
til he is warned by service of the
pleading and demand or waives ser
vice or issue, he ought not to be
bound by any judgment based upon It.

If the Farmers' and Mechanics' Sav
ings iBank "instead of the Washoe
County Bank had bought the property
at the-trust- ees sale and relied upon
its purchase, necessarily it would have
pleaded

" the fact by supplemental
complaint, and they would . not have
been considered denied by .Gulling'?
answer, to the original complaint, and
without service upon Or waiver of
service by him, a valid judgment bas
ed: upon facts occurring, after he had
been , served with the .. original com
plaint and. filed his answer thereto,
could not have been' taken by default

hagainst him. In Mitchess v. Mitche l,
79 (R,n50,!.-28- NeTiff.we .set aside .the
action, of ,,the-Jistr- ict court whereby

granted . a plaintiff relief , not ; de-
manded in the complaint served upon
the defendant. ! That wa oursuant io
tatnt, but; there is .no : more reason

for! holding a defendant liable on a J
judgment based on a, cross-complai-

or nieaning or a without
service, than en one-restin- on a com
plaint, of m.. plaintiff. iwhich has., not

,beem served. . In nether ease' should
tne ngnts oc tne parues oe eonciuaea
without set-ric- e er a waiter thereot.

It is said thatseryioe of the answer
nf ..VukM rVlnmtw Ranlr .will
presumed, if necessary lo support tne "I

mdment 'The iudsrment roll and
the --

papers" Un the ' first case were .

introduced; vn,t,theo trlaiaand.i.are. in

peal,' jrea''npoja them
land not upon presumptions; and-th- e

burden of establishing estoppel Is up
on. the defendant. . . If,; on

oar affldavj ft seryice, was made t.
should be among those psipers but hone
appears 'an'nereiors'we mnsf cbn
Chide that the answer was hot served.
TThe return ,of the Sheriff an4 reciV1

ia ,the findings indicate that, Gulljng
was "served" With ''summons.' and the
findings state thatl in duetfmehe "p-- '

peared and filed his answer to the
complaint. Under, these, circumstan-- l
ces further "service 'will" not be pre
ftumed.-- t Gaipia V. Page; 18 Wall, m.

1 Beyond tthat ' appellants ) answer, la ,
the present case does apt allege thit
the answer of Washoe County Bank
was served upon Gulling in the other
suit, and is defective in this vital

Its allega'tiboa' follow the facts
disclosed by the record of the former
action which show no. service, ' and
it states the conclusion that by the
filing of the former answer an issue
was raised against .tilling; '.

Numerous cases are cited by appel
lant halding that by going to trial on
new matter alleged In the answer with
out a reply thereto, a reply Is waived
even in states where the statute pro
vides for one. If this be the rule or
dinarily in actions between a
plaintiff and defendant . or where
by cross complaint 5 new mat-
ter is alleged against a

and the latter appears
and Introduces1 evidence In regard to it
the rule ought not to apply to cases
like the present one where the ;o- -

defendant Is in court for other pur-
poses and the answer is in reply to
the' complaint and does not state the
new facts as a cross-complai- or
cause of action against the
ant, is not served or replied to by him.
and he introduces no evidence con
cerning it, and other parties partici
pate in the trial. There being no ser-
vice upon Gulling, no demurrer, ans
wer, reply or testimony by him in re-

lation thereto, the allegations in the
answer of Washoe County Bank sta
ing the facts in relation to the sale

rand deed by the trustees which con
trolled the court and which are di
rected against the complaint and not
against- - Gulling, are too slender
thread to sustain the Judgment against
him. As respondent contends, a
could be in court for soma purpose
and "not ' for others. He could be
bound as far as process or proper al
ptrstna aad lRnaaJla had he
ed upon him to the extant that ha aadT
waived Ue ar atade eUier tnaaa Mai

second ts 'to be cehveye to poinUfanyf' judgment ' which 'Farmers1 and

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF. THE
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT "OF
THE STATE OF NEVADA; :,

In and for the County of Orntsby.

Marion 1 W. Bulkley? - . Plaintiff
'.- - . .. !.::;!

Joseph WvBide)re , . Defendapt

Action brought in the District Court
of ,the FiratJ Judicial)- - District1 ref ' lU4

State of'NevadaOrtnBby Countyani
the complaipt filed Jntbe aaidnpqaintT,

' . . r '.jinA
A. D. 1905.

TTHE STATE OF NEVADA SENDS
GREETING TO

JOSEPH W. BULKLEY ,
1 ' Defendant. 1,

You arejiereby required itov aPPv
in an , action . brought , against you'by
the above named Plaintiff, in the Di

Court of the first Judicial Dis-

trict ,of, the. State, of. NevadaQrjnspy V

County, and answer complaint filed
therein within ten1 days , ( exejusiye pi
the day 6f service) after jthe, service
on ypu of this Summons Is served j.j
said icounty or If served out of said
County, but within the District, twe.v
ty days, in all other cases forty,' day,
or judgment by default will be taken
against you according to the prayer
of said complaint.',;-- ' ! - '

The said action i brought to obtain
the judicnt anS decree of this court
thatf!the bonds cf matrimony hereto---

fore.f.nd r.ow existing and uniting yo--i

and rsaid plaintiff to be forever annju- -

led and dissolved upon the ground that
at divers times and said

marriage you have committed aduitry
with one Kate Cottrell, and particular;
ly that from about the 4th day of Ju ie
1900 to and including, . the r ltn f day
oi" June, 1900, at the Charing Cross
Hotei in the - City of. Ixmdon, Eng
land,' you lived ' and conabited, with
said Kate coureii. , t

All of which more fully appears
by complaint as filed , herein to which
5bu are hereby referred.

And yc'"'are"'hre1yotIflel.that. IX

you, fail to answer thej Complaint, ;.he
said. Plaintiff will apply to the Court
for the relief .herein idemanded- - u I

' GIVEN under my hand and Seal of the
District Court of the First Judicial
District of the otate of Nevala

Ormsby, Cerlinty, this d, day of Decem
ber, In, tfep fear ftiPW tforj baerj

',.; thousand Bin aunared and .five
'

, ; fH. B. yAN BTTBNClariti
' (SEAL).
flan W ITftfth. '. - ,

'

, Attorney- - for 'Plaintiff. E

r v

in N i- -f et section lirf
15. N R 19 E., by. means of a flume

and pipe. and. there usedt to generate
electrical powers Tbe construction
of said "wQfki ishatl begin before June

1906, and shall be completed on r
before-Jut- l,k197. The water shall
be actually applied to a beneficial use
on --or before June,.lr .l908..?,, ""

Signed:
HENvY THURTELL,

State Engineer.

SCHOOL APPORTI9NMENT.
STATE OF NEVADA,- ' f

Department of Education,
Office of Superintendent of Public In

struction,. ; '

Carson City, Nevada, July 11, 1S05
To the School 'Officers of Nevada:

Folowing is a statement of the sec
ond ,

semi-annu- al j apportionmen t of
School Moneys for 1905, on the basis
of .$6.990202 per census child:
Counties' children - Amt.
Churchill 135 $ 943 68

Donglass . . .. . ....317 .4, ,'2.215 tfO

Elko ......... ...1,12 7,829 02
Esmeralda . . . ....2177r-1,51-6 Si
Eureka ....... ...k.389:, 2,719 20
"Jumboldt .... ..,.741 'f;--

. ;
Lander ....... ...,818 JULLincoln ..........
Lyon ........... . . . m t;t,

Nye
Ormsby ......
Storey : . ..... ....... .K? -

Washee S.412-.52-
; 16,860 36

White Pine . 3,669 8a

Total . .9,430 $65,917 61

Joe Piatt has received samples of
tailor made suitings which are, with
out C1MA the finest seter rgbBwn ta
ttla' tUy. A . number f , tilt ka
alrefi been auute and ttey at per-
fect., fits U every caa Cat! jhrearara taken aaa i;It MTan Ci
bast miIn are Hm gra

s toat a tt 'r' m tJ

-

Losses incured
i 316,885 00 ,

Nevada Business.
Risks written . . T. ..... . 10,000 00
Premiums received ..... TsXSi 43
Losses paid .....;,.V.A. "5,000 00--

- W. 8. Wynn Secretory. '
V- - ...... -

;

Ha. For the West.: m
Tell your friends that the colonist- -

rates are going into effect March 1st,
1905 and expire May IS. 1965. , Ta 7
rate from Chicago, 111 131.00, St. Lawtar .
Mo.", New' Orleaaa. ,Iam$3 Of,Aaaa;
cil'Blnffs Ia, Sioux City. Ia, Omab.
Neb' Kansas City, Me., Miaaola, Tag. ' .

M and HeusUa Texas, $2a.tt. .Kit?a
taanly ta Main Llae paints ia Car.
ala aaa-Narad-

'
,

'


